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just for solar but for so many areas 
that are critical to our economy. 

I think the era where we told our-
selves the story about why we were 
privileging people who wanted to make 
stuff as cheaply as possible in China in-
stead of privileging other important 
things, like protecting our supply 
chains, like protecting our national se-
curity, like having an economy that, 
when it grows, grows for everybody, 
not just the people at the very top—we 
have an incredible opportunity to bring 
these supply chains home in order to 
do that. 

I think reshoring is an essential part 
of an economy, as I say, that works for 
everybody, not just those at the top, 
but that is going to take time, and we 
can’t drive people out of business today 
when we don’t have that supply chain 
in place. Until then, until we do have it 
in place, we can’t cripple America’s 
solar industry. That can’t be our pol-
icy. That can’t be the right answer. 

I am sure if the Biden administration 
understood the facts on the ground, it 
wouldn’t be doing what it is doing. The 
least the administration could do is lift 
the uncertainty off the solar industry 
by coming out and saying: We are drop-
ping this investigation. In fact, they 
should have said: We are going to boost 
American solar—that is what we 
should be doing—by extending the 
clean energy tax credits and giving 
businesses certainty over the long 
term. On top of that, what we should be 
doing is strengthening the credits. And 
then we are going to do everything we 
can to take every action that we can to 
clear the path for American solar de-
ployment—wind and other types of 
clean energy—to accelerate our transi-
tion. 

That is what they should say. Unlike 
this investigation, that would be wel-
come news in Colorado and, I would 
say, almost everywhere across the 
country. 

NOMINATION OF CHARLOTTE N. SWEENEY 
Mr. President, I wanted to take a few 

minutes to talk about Charlotte 
Sweeney, who is President Biden’s 
nominee for the U.S. District Court for 
the District of Colorado. 

For Charlotte, equality under the law 
isn’t an abstraction; it is her life’s 
work. 

A native of Littleton, CO, Charlotte 
grew up hiking and skiing with her 
family on the Rocky Mountain trails 
within an hour of their home. Today, 
she hits the same trails with the two 
most important people in her life: her 
teenagers Jordan and Addison. 

As much as Charlotte loves our 
State, she also remembers a time when 
it wasn’t easy for LGBTQ Coloradans 
like herself to be open about who they 
were, especially—especially—at work. 
It was a time when, instead of leading 
the Nation on equality, as we are 
today, Colorado actually passed an 
amendment that blocked laws to pro-
tect LGBTQ people from discrimina-
tion. 

You know, I just want to pause by 
saying that, you know, sometimes peo-

ple say ‘‘Well, you can’t make a dif-
ference in this country’’ and ‘‘The de-
mocracy is broken, and you can’t make 
progress.’’ But when you see the way 
Colorado has made extraordinary 
progress, it reminds me that we should 
never give up, that change is always 
possible. 

When the Colorado Supreme Court 
declared that amendment unconstitu-
tional that we had passed, Charlotte 
saw the power of law to tip the scales 
for or against—for or against—equal-
ity, and she decided to spend the rest of 
her career on the side of equality. 

After graduating summa cum laude 
from the University of Denver School 
of Law, she joined a small firm that fo-
cused on representing plaintiffs. She 
rose to become a partner in just 2 
years, and just 2 years after that, she 
became a named partner of the firm. 

Most people would have been content 
with that achievement, but Charlotte, 
being Charlotte, kept on going. In 2008, 
she started her own firm to represent 
people in employment law cases. Over 
the last 20 years, Charlotte has become 
one of Colorado’s top employment at-
torneys, representing Federal, State, 
and private sector workers in virtually 
every aspect of employment law. 

In one case, she represented her 
former law professors at the University 
of Denver who had been paid less than 
their male colleagues for decades. She 
obtained $2.6 million in relief for her 
clients on top of their overdue pay 
raises. 

Sadly, that outcome isn’t the norm 
in our country, where our justice sys-
tem too often sides against workers 
even when the facts of the case are ac-
tually on their side. That is corrosive 
to the American people’s confidence in 
the rule of law, and it is why we need 
more judges with Charlotte’s perspec-
tive. 

Charlotte’s obvious credentials, her 
integrity, and her much needed experi-
ence more than qualify her for this 
role, and it is why I strongly support 
her nomination. 

If confirmed, Charlotte would also 
become the first openly gay woman to 
serve as a Federal judge west of the 
Mississippi—a powerful affirmation of 
America’s commitment to opportunity 
and equality for all and something that 
is just long overdue. 

So I want to thank the Judiciary 
Committee for sending Charlotte, this 
exceptional nominee, to the floor, and I 
urge Members of both parties to give 
her a strong bipartisan vote of con-
firmation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
NOMINATION OF STEPHANIE DAWKINS DAVIS 
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 

rise today in strong support of Judge 
Stephanie Davis, who is nominated to 
serve on the Sixth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. 

Judge Davis has spent her entire ca-
reer in Michigan, and we are better for 
it. Judge Davis began work in the U.S. 

Attorney’s Office in the Eastern Dis-
trict of Michigan in 1997. During her 
time there, she served in the office’s 
civil and criminal divisions. She pros-
ecuted fraud, bank robbery, embezzle-
ment, violent crime, public corruption, 
and criminal conspiracies involving 
drug trafficking, as well as money 
laundering. She oversaw community 
and law enforcement initiatives and 
led the office’s diversity efforts. 

In 2016, Judge Davis became a mag-
istrate judge for the U.S. District for 
the Eastern District of Michigan. 

In 2019, with the strong support of 
both Senator PETERS and myself, 
Judge Davis was nominated by Presi-
dent Trump to serve as U.S. district 
judge for the Eastern District of Michi-
gan. Her confirmation was bipartisan, 
and so was her support in committee 
for this Sixth Circuit nomination. 

Judge Davis has done an outstanding 
job every place she has been serving 
the people of Michigan, and I have no 
doubt that she will continue her strong 
record of public service on the U.S. 
court of appeals. 

I have had the opportunity to get to 
know Judge Davis, and it has really 
been a joy. She is not just an ex-
tremely accomplished jurist, she is 
also a wonderful person, and those 
qualities, no doubt, are needed more 
than ever these days. So it is with 
great confidence that I urge my col-
leagues to support this wonderful nom-
ination. 

Mr. President, I would now ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate recess 
until 2:15 as is part of the schedule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. STABENOW. I yield the floor. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:26 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Ms. SINEMA). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

DOMESTIC TERRORISM PREVEN-
TION ACT OF 2022—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to Calendar No. 371, 
H.R. 350. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 
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The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 371, 

H.R. 350, a bill to authorize dedicated domes-
tic terrorism offices within the Department 
of Homeland Security, the Department of 
Justice, and the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion to analyze and monitor domestic ter-
rorist activity and require the Federal Gov-
ernment to take steps to prevent domestic 
terrorism. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. I send a cloture mo-
tion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 371, H.R. 350, 
a bill to authorize dedicated domestic ter-
rorism offices within the Department of 
Homeland Security, the Department of Jus-
tice, and the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
to analyze and monitor domestic terrorist 
activity and require the Federal Government 
to take steps to prevent domestic terrorism. 

Charles E. Schumer, Tim Kaine, Tammy 
Duckworth, Richard Blumenthal, Ben 
Ray Luján, Richard J. Durbin, Eliza-
beth Warren, Christopher Murphy, 
Cory A. Booker, Jeanne Shaheen, Rob-
ert P. Casey, Jr., Jack Reed, Benjamin 
L. Cardin, Gary C. Peters, Tina Smith, 
Brian Schatz, Debbie Stabenow. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 923. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Jane Hartley, 
of New York, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and North-
ern Ireland. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 923, Jane 
Hartley, of New York, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the United 

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire-
land. 

Charles E. Schumer, Martin Heinrich, 
Tammy Baldwin, Mark Kelly, Debbie 
Stabenow, Gary C. Peters, Amy Klo-
buchar, Margaret Wood Hassan, Eliza-
beth Warren, Jack Reed, Alex Padilla, 
Maria Cantwell, Tim Kaine, Sherrod 
Brown, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Richard J. 
Durbin, Jon Ossoff. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Finally, I ask unani-
mous consent that the mandatory 
quorum calls for the cloture motions 
filed today, May 24, be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that I be able 
to finish my remarks before the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RUSSIA INVESTIGATION 
Mr. GRASSLEY. On September 23, 

2021, November 30, 2021, and again on 
February 15, 2022, I spoke on this floor 
about the fake Russia Alfa-Bank nar-
rative. That narrative started in 2016. 
It took on a new life when Clinton 
campaign lawyer Michael Sussmann 
met with FBI General Counsel James 
Baker. 

In that meeting, Sussmann provided 
information and data files that alleg-
edly contained evidence of a secret 
communication channel between the 
Trump organization and a Russian 
bank, Alfa-Bank. The evidence was fab-
ricated by the Clinton campaign. The 
allegations about the Trump organiza-
tion being linked with a Russian bank 
were false. Of note, Sussmann also pro-
vided Baker information Fusion GPS 
gave him as part of their work for the 
Clinton campaign. This was an all- 
hands-on-deck strategy to destroy the 
Trump Presidency and the campaign. 

With the ongoing Sussmann trial 
now underway here in DC, the false 
Alfa-Bank narrative is more relevant 
now than ever before. I want to tell 
you why. 

A mere several days after the meet-
ing with James Baker, the FBI opened 
a full investigation on September 23, 
2016. Around that time, an FBI agent 
working on cyber matters reviewed the 
information provided by Sussmann. 
That agent said: 

We did not agree with the conclusion . . . 
that this represented a secret communica-
tion channel. 

He also stated that ‘‘whoever had 
written that paper had jumped to some 
conclusions that were not supported by 
the data’’ and that ‘‘the methodology 
they chose was questionable to me.’’ 

Here is the kicker: 
I did not feel that they were objective in 

the conclusions that they came to. The as-
sumption that you would have to make was 
so far-reaching that it just didn’t make 
sense. 

So last Friday, in a courtroom, 
Robby Mook, Hillary Clinton’s cam-
paign manager, testified that Hillary 
Clinton was asked about the plan to 

share this fake information with the 
media. Hillary Clinton approved that 
plan. Jake Sullivan was involved in 
that decision as well. He is, of course, 
as we know, President Biden’s National 
Security Advisor. 

The Clinton campaign fabricated evi-
dence trying to connect Trump to Rus-
sia. They fed it to the media to start a 
yearslong wildfire of false allegations. 
They fed it to the FBI to trigger a Fed-
eral investigation into their opposing 
candidate. 

I said it before and will say it again: 
The Clinton campaign was the con-
spiracy, and it was a big bag of dirty 
tricks. 

This false Alfa-Bank information 
eventually landed with the media out-
let Slate, which ran an article on Octo-
ber 31, 2016. After that article, Sul-
livan, the now National Security Advi-
sor, issued his now-infamous tweet: 
‘‘This could be the most direct link yet 
between Donald Trump and Moscow.’’ 
Hillary Clinton also tweeted: ‘‘Com-
puter scientists have apparently uncov-
ered a covert server linking the Trump 
Organization to a Russian-based 
bank.’’ 

Now, they weren’t the only ones 
pleased with this fake news. On Octo-
ber 13, 2020, Senator JOHNSON and I 
wrote a letter to the FBI where we 
made public texts between Andrew 
McCabe and Lisa Page. 

Page says to McCabe: 
And the Alfa-Bank story is in Slate. 

McCabe’s reply: 
Awesome. 

The FBI’s excitement didn’t end 
there. This week, Durham’s prosecu-
tors introduced a message between FBI 
agents that said: 

People on the 7th floor to include Director 
are fired up about this server. 

Now, they—meaning the FBI seventh 
floor people—were ‘‘fired up’’ about 
fake information, which is just ter-
rible. The FBI’s job is really to get 
fired up about fake information? It is 
more than that, however; it is a gut- 
wrenching attack on our system of 
government. 

Now, there is another data point that 
I want to share. Durham recently re-
leased notes from a March 6, 2017, 
meeting between the Justice Depart-
ment and FBI officials. In that meet-
ing, they discussed predication and 
Crossfire Hurricane issues. This meet-
ing was 2 weeks before then-Director 
Comey publicly announced his inves-
tigation into Trump. 

On that very day, March 6, 2017, I 
wrote a letter to Comey asking ques-
tions about the Steele dossier. My 
press release for that letter is titled 
‘‘FBI plan to pay ex-spy for Trump 
intel during campaign sparks questions 
of Obama administration’s use of fed-
eral authorities for political gain.’’ 
That was from March 6, 2017. Now, in 
May of 2022, that title just about sums 
up Crossfire Hurricane as best as it can 
be described. 

Now, in closing, I would like to make 
a few notes with respect to predication. 
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